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release from its obligations under Locarno; this doubtless was
Hitler's required quid pro quo. But though the British and
French Governments released Belgium they continued, under
the so-called "Brussels Declaration/* to guarantee her. Their
political object in accepting this one-sided arrangement was
obviously to keep King Leopold from drifting into the Ger-
man camp. The military results for France and Britain were,
however, very serious. The northern French frontier was left
without a sure Belgian guard and would have to be defended
by a French Army already heavily reduced in numbers by the
one-year service law. The situation certainly should not have
been allowed to continue after September 3, 1939. Here is a
fourth fault. Responsibility for it belongs partly to French
political leaders, partly to the French military.
(2) There was insufficient matiriel, particularly airplanes
and tanks, to repel a German attempt to turn the Maginot
Line through the Netherlands and Belgium.
The weakness in French armaments usually is blamed on
the Popular Front. Students of French affairs will not accept
this thesis without qualification. They know that the weak-
ness of France's armaments relative to Germany's had been
increasing steadily long before the Popular Front came into
power, and that no party and only insignificant sections of
public opinion had favored the financial and material sacri-
fices necessary to maintain a military edge over Germany, They
will admit that the Popular Front insisted on instituting sweep-
ing social reforms regardless of their effect on national defense.
But they also realize this was partly due to the fact that